=, Marcus Center 4
for the Performing Arts ;

MEMORANDUM

DATE: FEBRUARY 4, 2019

TO: HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
CITY OF MILWAUKEE .

FROM: PAUL MATHEW%D CEO

SUBJ: TEMPORARY HISTORIC DESIGNATION PETITION
First of all, I want to thank the Commission for taking the time to hear our position on this.

| just want to make a few points and then turn it over to other members of our team. Before
that however, we have reviewed the petition ad have serious concerns about process—our
legal counsel Michael Ostermeyer is present and | would like him to comment on that.

e The Marcus Center recently entered into a 99-year lease with Milwaukee County to
manage, operate and maintain the building with the express goal of moving the
Marcus Center to financial sustainability. Failure to properly maintain the building
and grounds can be considered a breach of the lease.

e The development of the master plan is a critical step in moving to financial self-
reliance as it includes changes to create a more accessible (particularly for persons
with disabilities) and open campus, new spaces to help increase earned income
and opportunities to engage new audiences at the Center therefore building for

\ the future.

o The Marcus Center engaged the P3 Development Group to help us better
understand the needs of our diverse and changing community.

\ o We also engaged a consultant to interview key stakeholders, business
leaders and the funding community.

o We worked with our entire staff and our resident companies to update our
strategic plan to reflect our need to grow revenue and engage new "
audiences.

/ o The results of these efforts became the basis for creation of a campus
master plan that will be the platform for serving the community for the
next 50 years. Marcus Center

e We shared this vision with HGA and they took this vision and created what we ¢ .. perormingArts
believe is the perfect canvas to achieve our goal of being a truly open, accessible g\ warer sreet
and welcoming community arts center that meets the needs of our entire Miwaukee. W1 53202-3122

A community today, and into the future

e Significant delays, wholesale changes or stopping the implementation of our p:414.273.7121

‘ campus master plan could endanger the future of this vital cultural institution and :4142735480

key downtown business. marcuscenter.org

ey

e

; Owned and partially funded by Milwaukee County
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o Michael J. Ostermeyer
February 4, 2019 (312) 873-3617

(312) 819-1910 Fax
mostermeyer(@polsinelli.com

Historic Preservation Commission
City of Milwaukee

Zeidler Municipal Building

841 N. Broadway

Room B-1

Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202

Re: Objection to Temporary Historic Designation Petition filed January 18,
2019 with respect to Property at 929 N. Water Street Owned by
Milwaukee County and Leased to Marcus Center for the Performing
Arts

To the Commission:

We represent Marcus Center for the Performing Arts (“Marcus™), the sole tenant of 929 N. Water
Street (the “Subject Property™) pursuant to a Lease Agreement (the “Lease™) entered into with
Milwaukee County (the “County™) and dated as of January 1, 2017.

Background

On January 24, 2019, the City Clerk transmitted to Marcus, by certified mail, a letter confirming the
Historic Preservation Commission’s receipt of an application to designate some or all of the Subject
Property as “temporary historic” (the “Temporary Application™). The Clerk provided a copy of the
Temporary Application with its notice letter. Based on materials provided to Marcus and on file
materials available in the City’s Legislative Research Center, the Temporary Application was
initiated by telephone (“per call”) on “1/18/2019.” Moreover, notwithstanding any uncertainty about
a phone filing, the Council file for the application was formally created on January 23, 2019: See
https://milwaukee.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?1D=384513 1 & GUID=EB474650-7C18-457C-
8E22-A040937C301B&Options=ID|&Search=181568.

While the City Clerk has not yet transmitted any notice or confirmation of this filing, it appears that
the Historic Preservation Commission also received, after filing of Temporary Application, an
application for permanent historic site designation as to some or all of the Subject Property (the
“Permanent Application™). The Permanent Application was initialed by “CH™ (senior planner
Carmen Hatala) as having been received on <1/24/2019,” and the Council file for the application was
formally created on January 24, 2019. See
https://milwaukee.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?1D=3846615&GUID=6E3CD069-8A81 -
4DI11-BA90-914AAABSA77F&Options=ID%7C Text%7C&Search=Marcus+center.

polsinelli.com

Atlanta Chicago Dallas Denver Kansas City Los Angeles New York Phoenix San Francisco St. Louis Washington, DC  Wilmington
Polsinelli PC. Palsinelli LLP in California
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Objections to the Commission’s
Hearing of the Temporary Application

In addition to the comment and other supporting evidence that it will present at the Commission’s
hearing on February 4, Marcus asserts that the Commission should dismiss the Temporary
Application immediately, on three grounds: First, that notice of the application was not provided to a
known owner of a portion of the Subject Property and/or to a known party owning real property
located within 200 feet of the Subject Property; second, that the Temporary Application is deficient
in failing to specify which element(s) of the property commonly known as 929 N. Water Street
should be protected as an “historic structure™ pursuant to the Temporary Application; and third, that
the Commission does not have authority to hear the matter because, based on the evidence of the
available public records, the Temporary Application failed to observe the ordinance requirements for
competent filing.

I. The Temporary Application is Deficient in that the Notice of the Application was Not
Provided to Business Improvement District No. 15. as Required by Ordinance. On October 6, 2006,
Milwaukee County (acting through its agent, the Marcus Center) granted easement and ownership
interests in parts of the Subject Property to Business Improvement District No. 15 (“BID No. 157).
The instrument granting these interests (the “Riverwalk Agreement™) was recorded with the
Milwaukee County Register of Deeds as Document Number 09315828—and, accordingly, the
relevant interests of the County, Marcus, and BID No. 15 pursuant to that instrument are all matters
of public record.

Under the Riverwalk Agreement, BID No. 15 is authorized to install certain defined “Improvements”
upon identified areas of 929 N. Water Street. In addition, the Riverwalk Agreement decrees that BID
No. [5 is the “sole owner of, and hold][s] title to the Improvements,” and has both the right and the
responsibility to “maintain, repair, replace, modify, alter and/or operate the Improvements.”
Riverwalk Agreement § 3. Furthermore, “all rights of the BID” under the Riverwalk Agreement are
“covenants running with the land, encumbering the [Subject] Property throughout the term of the
[Riverwalk License] Agreement, and . . . binding upon and inur[ing] to the benefit of the parties
thereto and their respective successors and assigns.” Id. 4 13. Under Wisconsin law, rights that run
with the land and that encumber title to such land are interests in real property. See Wis. STAT. §
840.01 (*’interest in real property’ includes estates in, powers of appointment under ch. 702 over, present
and future rights to, title to, and interests in real property, including, without limitation by enumeration,
security interests and liens on land, easements, profits, rights of appointees under powers of appointment,
rights under covenants running with the land, powers of termination, and homestead rights™); see also
Prince Corp. v. Vandenberg, 882 N.W.2d 371, 383 (Wis. 2016) (explaining that Wis. STAT § 840.01
defines an “interest in real property” broadly); Lone Pine Owners Ass'n v. Pellett, 803 N.W.2d 867
(Wis. Ct. App. 2011) (stating that the “definition includes present and future rights to, title to, and
interests in real property ‘without limitation™). Otherwise stated, BID No. 15 owns one or more real
property interests in the parcel commonly described as 929 N. Water Street, the Subject Property
under the Temporary Application.

Ordinances § 320-21-13-b requires that written “[n]otice as to the time, place and purpose of the
hearing” on the Temporary Application “shall be sent at least 7 days prior to the hearing” (i) “by
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certified letter” to “[t]he owner of the subject property,” Ordinances § 320-21-13-b-2, and (ii) “by
first class mail,” to “[a]ll persons or corporations who own property that is within 200 feet of the
proposed designation™ Ordinances § 320-21-13-b-4. Under the terms of the Riverwalk Agreement,
BID No. 15 is the owner of real property rights in and upon 929 N. Water Street. Accordingly,
Ordinances § 320-21-13-b requires that BID No. 15 must receive notice of the Temporary
Application, either as “[t]he owner of the subject property” under Ordinances § 320-21-13-b-2 or—
in any event, under Ordinances § 320-21-13-b-4—as a “person[] or corporation|] who own[s]
property that is within 200 feet of the proposed designation.”

In this instance, the requisite notice to “[t]he owner of the subject property” was addressed to
“Milwaukee County / Business Manager / Performing Arts Center” at 929 N. Water Street.
Meanwhile, notice to owners of property within 200 feet of the Subject Property was sent to the
parties listed on Attachment 2. BID No. 15 was neither sent, nor received, any notice of the
Temporary Application. The notice requirement under Ordinances § 320-21 is jurisdictional. See
Adams v. Northland Equipment Co., 850 N.W.2d 272, 287 (Wis. 2014) (it is unconstitutional to
deprive an individual of an interest in property without due process of law.); see also Petition of
Brandt, 49 N.W.2d 903, 904 (Wis. 1952) (quoting State ex rel. Zemlicka v. Baker, 11 N.W.2d 364,
365 (Wis. 1946) (holding that highway commissioners” order was void because failure to provide
adequate notice to interested residents meant “commissioners had no jurisdiction to make the
order™)).

Under these circumstances, a property owner who, as a condition of Ordinances § 320-21, must
be provided notice of the Temporary Application and the Commission’s hearing on it was not
provided the requisite notice.. Accordingly, the Commission has no authority under Ordinances §
320-21 to hear the Temporary Application, and the Temporary Application must at the very least be
renoticed according to the expressed requirements of Ordinances § 320-21-13-b.

2. The Temporary Application is Deficient in Failing to Indicate with Specificity Which One or
More Elements of the Property Commonly Known as 929 N, Water Street Should be Designated as
an “Historic Structure, “as Defined in Ordinances § 320-21-3-h. Marcus occupies 106,532 square
feet (2.4433 acres) of land bounded by N. Water Street, E. Highland Avenue, the Milwaukee River,
and E. Kilbourn Avenue. The portion of this land that lies north of E. State Street (commonly known
as 130 E. State Street) is leased from the City of Milwaukee; the portion that lies south of E. State
Street (commonly known as 929 N. Water Street) is leased from Milwaukee County. The two
identified portions are connected by a pedestrian overpass generally considered to be an incident to
the City’s demise of 130 E. State Street. Certain elements of 929 N. Water Street are also, as noted
above, subject to real property interests of BID No. 15, which are governed by the Riverwalk
Agreement.

Ordinances § 320-21-13 provides that “[a]ny resident of the city seeking to nominate a structure, site
or geographic area for designation as a historic structure, historic site or historic district may also
seek temporary designation of that structure, site or geographic area” as temporarily historic. Chapter
320 defines “Historic district,” “Historic site,” and “Historic structure,” respectively, as follows:
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f. “Historic district” means a district which contains improvements
which:

f-1. Have historical, architectural or cultural significance.

f-2. Represent one or more periods or styles of architecture typical of

one or more eras in the history of the city.

£-3. Cause such area, by reason of such factors, to constitute a distinct

section of the city.

f-4. Has been designated as a historic district by the common council.

g. “Historic site” means one of the following:

g-1. A real property on which a structure having historical significance is
located.

g-2. A real property on which there is no structure, but which itself is of
historical significance that has substantial value in tracing the history of
aboriginal man, or upon which a historic event has occurred.

2-3. A real property that has been designated a historic site by the common
council.

h. “Historic structure” means any improvement which has a special
character or special historic interest or value as part of the development, heritage
or cultural characteristics of the city, state or nation and which has been
designated as a historic structure by the common council.

The Temporary Application identifies the Subject Property as <929 N Water Street,”
Presumably, then, the application is predicated on designation as an Historic site or as one or
more Historic structures, but not on designation as an Historic district.

In determining whether the application seeks to protect (i) an Historic site or (ii) one or more
Historic structures, however, the Temporary Application provides no guidance. The applicant
provides a “Description of Structure™ that is limited to a building of *3-5" stories and clad in
“[s]tone.” The applicant also describes “Outstanding Features” by identifying the Subject
Property’s significance as lying both in its “architecture™ and “landscape architecture,” and
by providing information on both an “iconic Milwaukee structure that was designed by Harry
Weese and completed in 1969 and on “[Daniel] Kiley's work on the Performing Arts
Center” and on his “design of this Grove—concrete, gravel, and trees.”

[n fact, the property at 929 N. Water Street includes a wide variety of permanent
improvements in addition to the principal performance structure and the grove of horse
chestnut trees. Some of these improvements were designed by Harry Weese or Daniel Kiley:;
others were not. Relevant site improvements include statuary, Riverwalk improvements, a
significant outdoor performance structure (the Peck Pavilion), and prominent fixed elements
of landscaping (including a fountain, planters, paved plazas, and light bollards).
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[f the applicant in its Temporary Application seeks to designate all 929 N. Water Street as an
Historic site, all of these improvements must be accounted for—and, as a matter of due
process, Marcus must have an opportunity to be heard on whether each of these elements (or
whether all of them in their totality) evidence “[h]istoric, architectural and cultural
significance™ within the meaning of Ordinances § 320-21-3-e—which is the pertinent
standard for determination by the Commission’s under Ordinances § 320-21-9-c. See Estate
of Derzon, 908 N.W.2d 471, 483 (Wis. Ct. App. 2018).

If, on the other hand, the applicant in its Temporary Application actually seeks only to
designate the Weese-designed principal performance structure and the Kiley-designed grove
of horse chestnut trees, Marcus must be afforded an opportunity—again as a matter of due
process—to present specific comment, evidence, and materials on the questions of (i)
whether each of these specific elements constitutes an “Improvement™ within the meaning of
Ordinances § 320-21-9-c and (ii) whether such Improvements rise to the standard for
determination by the Commission’s under Ordinances § 320-21-9-c. See id. (stating that due
process requires the opportunity to be heard, which itself requires the opportunity to present
relevant evidence).

Under the current circumstances, then, the applicant has failed to complete the Temporary
Application in a fashion that identifies, with certainty, the Improvements to be designated. As
a result, Marcus and the County are precluded from preparing a meaningful response to the
Commission. Accordingly, the Temporary Application should be rejected and, if the
applicant desires, revised and refiled in a form that satisfies the requirements of due process
commensurate with the restrictions that would be imposed by granting the Temporary
Application.

3. The Commission Does Not Have Authority under Ordinances § 320-21 to Hear the
Temporary Application. City of Milwaukee Code of Ordinances § 320-21-13 imposes several
jurisdictional requirements with respect to temporary designation as an historic structure. In this
instance, the relevant requirement is as follows:

An application for temporary designation shall be filed with the city clerk’s office, on
forms made available for this purpose, either [1] at the time of filing the application
for permanent designation or [2] at anytime [sic] prior to the final decision by the
commission on the application for permanent designation.

Ordinances § 320-21-13-a (emphasis added). The effect of this provision is clear: an application for
temporary designation is competently filed only if it is filed either at the same time as or afier an
application for permanent designation. The instructions pages of the “forms made available™ by the
clerk’s office “for this purpose™ (copy at Attachment 2) clearly restate this requirement, with
emphasis: “A permanent designation form must already be on file or submitted simultaneously™ as a
condition to filing an application for temporary designation.

Date-stamped copies of the Temporary Application and the Permanent Application are not available
in the public record. In this instance, materials provided to Marcus and file materials available in the
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comparison, the Permanent Application was initialed by “CH” to confirm its receipt on “1/24/2019,”
and the Council file for the application was likewise formally created on January 24, 2019. In other
words, the Permanent Application was rot on file when the Temporary Application was submitted,
nor was the Permanent Application submitted simultaneously with the Temporary Application. The
requirement of the Permanent Application’s prior or simultaneous filing is jurisdictional. See State ex
rel. Zemlicka v. Baker, supra (holding in part that, where an administrative body fails to abide by the
requirements fixed by the legislature, it deprives itself of jurisdiction to issue an order).

Under these circumstances, the Temporary Application fails to satisfy the threshold requirements of
Ordinances § 320-21-13-a. Accordingly, the Commission has no authority under Ordinances § 320-
21 to hear the Temporary Application, and the Temporary Application must be rejected and
competently filed.

For all of the reasons enumerated in this letter, the Commission’s hearing on the Temporary
Application, now scheduled for 3:00 p.m. on February 4, should be immediately cancelled and, if
desired by the applicant, necessary remedial measures to the Temporary Application should be
undertaken.

Very truly yours,

Homaet Vstzemeyes)yy,.

Michael J. Ostermeyer

MJO:jmk
cc: Mr. Paul Mathews, President and CEQ, Marcus Center
Jerome Janzer, Esq., Chair, Marcus Center for the Performing Arts
Teig Whaley-Smith, Esq., Milwaukee County Department of Administration
Paul Kuglitsch, Esq., Milwaukee County Office of the Corporation Counsel
Mr. Scott Manske, Milwaukee County Office of the Comptroller
Ms. Stacie Callies, Westown Association (for Business Improvement District No. 15)
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Attachment 1

OWNER NAME 1

AAP PROPERTIES

AAP PROPERTIES LLC

BEVERLY HILLS PROPERTIES |
MARCUS W LLC

MILWAUKEE CENTER MGMT LLC
MILWAUKEE COUNTY

ROJAHN & MALANEY CO

OWNER NAME 2
RETAIL UNIT LLC

MODERN PRODUCTS INC

%BUSINESS MANAGER

OWNER NAME 3

PERFORMING ARTS CENTER
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Attachment 2

TEMPORARY HISTORIC DESIGNATION PETITION INSTRUCTIONS
Please type or print clearly.

To request a public hearing on temporary designation in accordance with Section 320-21 of the
Milwaukee Code of Ordinances, it is necessary to complete the attached petition and return it to the
staff of the Historic Preservation Commission. In general, the photographs, slides and documentation
submitted with this petition are non-returnable. To file a petition, you must be the owner of the subject
property, or a resident of the City of Milwaukee, or a Clty of Milwaukee Alderperson.

1. Name of Property
Provide the name by which the property is generally known, if any. Give the full ad dress of
the property including zip code.

2. Name and Address of Owner
Provide the name, address, and telephone number of the owner. If there are multiple owners
of real interest, include all parties, using a separale sheet of paper, If necessary. Provide
name, address, and telephone number of the applicant, if different from the owner.

3. Attachments
If possible, the petition should be accompanied by a minimum of one clear black-and-white (or
color) original photograph at least 3 x 5 inches in size showing the principal exterior elevation
of the building. It Is advisabla to provide additional photographs if the structure merits more
extensive pictorial coverage or displays significant features on several elevations. Digital
images on a disks or flashdrive are acceptable. To supplement your application, you may
want to submit historical documentation as further evidence of why the structure is worthy of
histaric designation. A permanent designation form must already be on file or submitted

simultaneously.

4. Legal Property Description
Provide the legal property dascription from the deed or tax assessor's records
http:/fassessments.mitwaukea.gov/

5. Description of Structure
Describe the structure’s shape, building materials, and exterior features in paragraph form.
Specify types and colors materials, the design or pattem of decorative ornament, and the
arrangement of architectural elements. Also describe other features on the site such as
outbuildings, decorative fences, sculpture, fountains, or landscape treatments that may add to
the significance or historic character of the site. Briefly describe additions or alterations and
non-historic features. Use continuation sheets, if necessary.

8. Significance
In a brief opening paragraph, enumerate the areas of significance checked above and explain
spacifically why the site is important in each of these categories. In subsequent paragraphs,
and on continuation sheets, if neceasary, detail the history of the site and the people or events
that have contributed to its significance. You may want to attach photocopies of
documentation to suppart and further amplify your research.

1 Last udpated 8/2/2017
P\ HPC Administratiom, FORMS\Dasignalion Appl Farmst

67106079.3



1-31-2019

Marcus Center- Horse Chestnut Grove-Tree Risk Assessment
Dick Hecht
Marcus Center
929 North Water St
Milwaukee, WI 53202

This report summarizes the inspection and risk assessment of four Horse Chestnut, Aesculus
hippocastanum, on the grounds of the Marcus Center for the Performing Arts (PAC) in downtown
Milwaukee. For purposes of this report, the time frame for estimating likelihood of failure is one
year. These four trees were identified as having multiple extreme problems.

The four trees are located in a grove of thirty six other trees of same species on the south side of
the property in a public plaza with the PAC to the north, Peck Pavilion to the west, and B
Kilbourn Ave to the south. The main target considered for this report are people being near the
trees. Benches for seating are located throughout the area and there is public access. These areas
are all located within the drip line of the subject trees. The occupancy rate of the area fluctuates
throughout the year. In the winter the occupancy would be classified as rare, or very UNncommon
for people to be in target zone. During summer months and when programming is planned the
occupancy can be classified as occasional (less than 50% of a 24 hr day), the targets are present
infrequently or irregularly.

hoppetreeservice.com lof5s Marcus Center-TRA
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Tree number 26

There are two tree parts of most concern:

» Three dead stems in the crown, each of about 8-9 inches in diameter

» Large split in main trunk on two sides meeting at large 17 inch diameter codominant sterm

Tree Number 37
There are two tree parts of most concern:

» 20 inch diameter trunk section with large cavity with substantial decay column
¢ Root flare missing with large cavity with substantial decay connecting to trunk decay column

hoppetreeservice.com
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Marcus Center-TRA
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Tree Number 38
There are two tree parts of most concern:
» 15 inch diameter trunk section with large cavity with substantial decay column

o 9 inch diameter stem at main union with included bark and substantial decay, decay column is
continuous from trunk

Tree Number 50
Tree part with most concern:
o 21 inch diameter trunk with crack/split that extends through entire trunk up to the main union

hoppetreeservice.com 3of5 Marcus Center-TRA
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The condition of concern for all these tree parts is that multiple public walkways and seating
areas that are located within the drip line/crown spread of these trees and the tree parts of
concern.

The likelihood of failure for all the subject tree parts is Probable due to the following factors;
* size and lean of tree parts

s codominant stems with included bark

» active failure on opposites sides of stems

» dead branches degrading in strength

Probable likelihood of failure is defined as more likely than not to fail in the course of normal
weather patterns that we see in a given year and within the time frame for this report. Normal
weather includes; heavy rain, snow, and winds up to 50 mph.

The likelihood of impacting the target for all the subject trees (people) if failure occurred is Low
or not likely that the tree part will impact the target due to the following factors;
* Rare or Occasional occupancy rate of area

The likelihood of failure and impact would Unlikely based on the probable likelihood of failure
factors and likelihood of impact factors.

Consequences of failure and impacting people would be severe due to the size and fall distance
of these tree parts. Severe consequences are those that could involve serious personal injury or
death.

Based on the consequences of failure and the likelihood of failure and impact, the overall risk
rating of the subject tree would be Low. The low risk rating is just a representation of the subject
trees at the day of inspection and projecting out for the next year. The recommended inspection
interval would be annual. An increase of occupancy in the area around the subject trees would
change the results of this assessment and potentially increase the risk rating.

Mitigation options include the following;

The only mitigation option for all of the trees that would lower the risk rating would be removal
of entire tree and stump. Pruning and chemical treatments options are not viable options due to
the severity of the defects.

Assumptions and Limiting Conditions:

This report and values expressed herein represent the opinion of the consultant, and the
consultant’s fee is in no way contingent upon the reporting of a specified value, a stipulated
result, the occurrence of a subsequent event, nor upon any finding to be reported. Unless
expressed otherwise, information contained in this report covers only those items that were
examined and reflects those items at the time of inspection.

hoppetreeservice.com 40f 5 Marcus Center-TRA
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Certification of Performance:

That I have personally inspected the trees referred to in the report, and have stated our findings
accurately. The extent of the evaluation is stated in the attached report. That I have no current or
prospective interest in the vegetation or the property that is the subject of this report and have
no personal interest or bias with respect to the parties involved. That the analysis, opinions and
conclusions stated herein is my own and is based on current scientific procedures and facts. That
my analysis, opinions and conclusions were developed and this report has been prepared
according to commonly accepted arboriculture practices.

[ further certify that I am a member in good standing of;
International Society of Arboriculture, Tree Care Industry Association, American Society of
Consulting Arborists, and Wisconsin Arborist Association

Frederick Hoppe

BCMA WI-0556b

CTSP 00036

ISA Tree Risk Assessment Qualified

hoppetresservice.com 5of 5 Marcus Center-TRA







One Honey Creek Corporate Center
125 South 84" Street, Suite 401
Milwaukee, W1 53214-1470

414 1259 1500

414 1259 0037 fax
www.graef-usa.com

collaborate / formulate / innovate

February 4, 2019

City of Milwaukee Historic Preservation Commission
Zeidler Municipal Building

841 N. Broadway, Room B-1

Milwaukee, WI 53202

Dear Commissioners:

As you may know, GRAEF is an employee-owned, full-service engineering, planning and
design firm headquartered in Milwaukee with proven expertise landscape architecture.
For more than 55 years, GRAEF has worked on some of Milwaukee’s most notable
projects.

As a subconsultant to the designer of the landscape plan for the Marcus Center project,
HGA Architects, we believe the plaza redesign strikes the right balance of recognizing
and honoring the past, while planning for a vibrant, engaging future that will serve
Milwaukee residents and visitors for years to come.

Today, the plaza is no longer an active, useful, or accessible public space. The tree
canopy interferes with the Marcus Center’s ability to hold public events and
performances, and gravel and sunken surfaces do not meet today’s ADA standards.

HGA Architects’ design will rejuvenate the space and maximize its public usability and
accessibility, providing an updated, relevant space that can be used in a variety of ways
for decades to come. It will also pay homage to the original design by including a linear
pattern of mature trees along the perimeter of the space and maintaining the original
layout of paths.

GRAEF is proud to play a role in this transformational project and it is our hope that the
Historic Preservation Commission will recognize the need for the project and choose to
support it going forward.

Sincerely,

GRAEF-USA Inc.

—_—

Pat Kressin, PLA, LEED AP
Vice President
Principal

5010.00



